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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1-3, 6, 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 in view of Winkler, EP 1246434 A1. 

Regarding claim 1, Nishigaki discloses a method for altering a digital camera 
display (Fig. 3: DSP) to facilitate readability, the method comprising the steps of: (a) 
displaying at least one menu item (See figs. 1 and 2) on a display screen; (b) 
determining whether a user has selected a menu item (See menu item selected as 
shown in fig. 1a; see English Translation, page 4, If 0012-0013); (c) magnifying the 
selected menu item (See magnified selected menu item as shown in fig. 1a; see English 
Translation, page 4, H 0012-0013; page 5, U 0018 - page 6, H 0019; page 8, U 0026- 
0027). 

Nishigaki does not explicitly disclose that said magnification to the menu item is 
done when an impaired vision mode is set. 

However, Winkler teaches a method for altering a portable electronic device 
display (See fig. 1), the method comprising the steps of: (a) displaying at least one 
menu item (See menu items on display 101 as shown in fig. 1) on a display screen; (b) 
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determining whether a user has selected a menu item (See menu item 401 being 
selected); (c) determining whether an impaired vision mode is set (The examiner is 
reading the circular arrangement shown in fig. 4a as the impaired vision mode from the 
displays arrangements including the circular arrangement, grid-like arrangement or lined 
up icons arrangement that can be set by the user; col. 9, U 0045 - col. 10, 1J0047); (d) if 
the impaired vision mode is set, magnifying the selected menu item (See item 401 
magnified in the impaired vision mode (circular arrangement)) (Col. 9, U 0045 - col. 10, 
H0047). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler as a 
whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishigaki to determine whether an impaired vision mode 
is set and to magnify the selected menu item if the impaired vision mode is set. The 
motivation to do so would have been to allow the user to better recognize the items to 
be selected while operating the camera even when the camera screen is of a small size. 

Regarding claim 2, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler as 
applied to claim 1 teaches that the selected menu item is magnified for a set time and 
then returned to its original size (the selected item is magnified the amount of time that 
the user decides to have it selected and when the user decides to select a different item 
the previous selected item would become smaller (Winkler, col. 9, U 0045 - col. 10, 
1J0047); this reads as having selected menu item magnified for a set time and then 
returned to its original size). 

Regarding claim 3, limitations can be found in claim 2. 
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Regarding claim 6, claim 6 is written in a Markush type by using the expression 
" comprises at least one of an operation mode menu, a flash menu, a focusing menu, a 
focusing mark menu, a charge state menu, or a white balance menu", meeting one 
species of a genus family anticipates the claimed subject matter. "A generic claim 
cannot be allowed to an applicant if the prior art discloses a species falling within the 
claimed genus." The species in that case will anticipate the genus. In re Slavter . 276 
F.2d 408, 411, 125 USPQ 345, 347 (CCPA 1960); In re Gosteli . 872 F.2d 1008, 10 
USPQ2d 1614 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

Nishigaki discloses that the at least one menu item comprises an operation mode 
(i.e. Digital Zoom; see English Translation, page 4, 0012-0013). 

Regarding claim 9, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler as 
applied to claim 1 teaches the step of: (e) if the impaired vision mode is not set, 
displaying the selected menu item at normal size (Winkler teaches that the display 
arrangement mode is set by the user (col. 9, U 0045 - col. 10, 1J0047); therefore if the 
user decides whether to select a display arrangement mode different than the circular 
arrangement (impaired vision mode) (i.e. grid mode), the selected item would not be 
magnified, it would be displayed at normal size). Grounds for rejection claim 1 apply 
here. 

Regarding claim 10, Nishigaki discloses that the at least one menu item relates 
to one item in a main menu (See English Translation, pages 2-3, 1J0005). 

Regarding claim 11, claim 11 is written in a Markush type by using the 
expression " comprises at least one of a basic setting menu, a memory card setting 
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menu, a picture setting menu, or a photographing setting menu", meeting one species 
of a genus family anticipates the claimed subject matter. "A generic claim cannot be 
allowed to an applicant if the prior art discloses a species falling within the claimed 
genus." The species in that case will anticipate the genus. In re Slavter . 276 F.2d 408, 
411, 125 USPQ 345, 347 (CCPA 1960); In re Gosteli . 872 F.2d 1008, 10 USPQ2d 1614 
(Fed. Cir. 1989). 

Nishigaki discloses that the main menu comprises a photographing setting menu 
(i.e. Auto Exposure shift; see English Translation, page 4, 1f 0012-0013). 

Regarding claim 12, claim 12 is written in a Markush type by using the 
expression " comprises at least one of a reset menu, a memory card format menu, an 
output sound setting, a power control menu, a sleep mode setting menu, or a file setting 
menu, and the main menu item is a basic setting menu", meeting one species of a 
genus family anticipates the claimed subject matter. "A generic claim cannot be allowed 
to an applicant if the prior art discloses a species falling within the claimed genus." The 
species in that case will anticipate the genus. In re Slavter . 276 F.2d 408, 41 1 , 125 
USPQ 345, 347 (CCPA 1960); In re Gosteli . 872 F.2d 1008, 10 USPQ2d 1614 (Fed. 
Cir. 1989). 

Nishigaki discloses that the at least one menu item comprises an output sound 
setting (see English Translation, page 3, 0007). 

Regarding claim 13, Nishigaki discloses a method for altering a digital camera 
display (Fig. 3: DSP) to facilitate readability, the method comprising the steps of: 
displaying at least one menu item (See figs. 1 and 2) on a display screen; sequentially 
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magnifying and displaying each menu item (See magnified selected menu item as 
shown in fig. 1a; wherein the user selected each of the menu items and said items are 
sequentially magnified as the user change form a selected menu item to the next menu 
items; see English Translation, page 4, T| 0012-0013; page 5, H 0018 - page 6, U 0019; 
page 8, U 0026-0027). 

Nishigaki does not explicitly disclose determining whether an impaired vision 
mode is set and that said sequentially magnification to the menu items is done when an 
impaired vision mode is set. 

However, Winkler teaches a method for altering a portable electronic device 
display (See fig. 1), the method comprising the steps of: (a) displaying at least one 
menu item (See menu items on display 101 as shown in fig. 1) on a display screen; (b) 
determining whether a user has selected a menu item (See menu item 401 being 
selected); (c) determining whether an impaired vision mode is set (The examiner is 
reading the circular arrangement shown in fig. 4a as the impaired vision mode from the 
displays arrangements including the circular arrangement, grid-like arrangement or lined 
up icons arrangement that can be set by the user; col. 9, U 0045 - col. 10, 1J0047); (d) if 
the impaired vision mode is set, magnifying the selected menu item (See item 401 
magnified in the impaired vision mode (circular arrangement)) (Col. 9, U 0045 - col. 10, 
U0047). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler as a 
whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Nishigaki to determine whether an impaired vision mode 
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is set and to sequentially magnify the selected menu items if the impaired vision mode 
is set. The motivation to do so would have been to allow the user to better recognize 
the items to be selected while operating the camera even when the camera screen is of 
a small size. 

3. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 in view of Winkler, EP 1246434 A1 and further in 
view of Steele, US Patent 5,973,694. 

Regarding claim 4, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler fails to 
teach that the user selects a menu item by maneuvering a marker over the menu item. 

However, maneuvering a marker over a menu item to select it is notoriously well 
known in the art as taught by Steele. Steele the use of a marker (arrow as shown in fig. 
2A) on a display user interface to select from among a plurality of menu icons (see 
icons in figs. 2A-2C), wherein the selected icon is magnified for a specific period of time 
so that the user can better visualize the selected icon (Col. 5, lines 25-34; col. 25-67). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler and 
further in view of Steele as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Nishigaki and Winkler by 
maneuvering a marker over a menu item to select it. The motivation to do so would 
have been to facilitate the user the selections of a menu item from a large group of 
menu items. 

Regarding claim 5, limitations can be found in claim 4. 
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4. Claims 7, 8, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 in view of Winkler, EP 1246434 A1 and 
further in view of Kurase, US 2002/0063783 A1. 

Regarding claim 7, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler fails to 
teach the steps of: (a1) determining whether a shutter button has been pressed to a first 
stage (a2) if the shutter button has been pressed to a first stage, performing 
photographing operation control (a3) if the shutter button has not been pressed to a first 
stage, proceeding to step (b). 

However, Kurase teaches a digital camera (Fig. 1) comprising a display (Fig. 2; 
64) for displaying a menu and to be used as a viewfinder; a shutter button (Fig. 1 : 24) 
having two stages, wherein when the camera is displaying either image information or 
menu information and the user presses the shutter button to a first stage, the camera 
performs automatic exposure and automatic focusing (if the user does not presses the 
shutter button to the half press position the camera would continue the display operation 
of either image information or menu information) (Page 3, 0042; page 4, 0054-0055; 
page 6, If 0085; page 9, 0122). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler and 
further in view of Kurase as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Nishigaki and Winkler by 
determining whether a shutter button has been pressed to a first stage; if the shutter 
button has been pressed to a first stage, performing photographing operation control if 
the shutter button has not been pressed to a first stage, proceeding to step (b). The 
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motivation to do so would have been to have the camera performing image operation 
prior to photography so it would accelerate the image processing for the captured image 
and would also help let the user determine whether to take or not the image after the 
pre-process is performed. 

Regarding claim 8, limitations can be found in claim 7. 

Regarding claim 15, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler and 
further in view of Kurase as applied to claim 7 teaches the subsequent steps of: 
determining whether a shutter button has been pressed to a first stage (see Kurase, 
page 3, U 0042); if the shutter button has been pressed to a first stage, proceeding with 
the remaining steps (since the claim does not explicitly indicates which are the 
remaining steps the Examiner will read the remaining steps as automatic exposure and 
automatic focusing; see Kurase, page 3, 0042); determining whether the shutter 
button has been pressed to a second stage (see Kurase, page 4, U 0054-0055); if the 
shutter button has been pressed to a second stage, proceeding with the remaining 
steps; executing a photograph (see Kurase, page 4, U 0054-0055); compressing image 
data (see Kurase, page 4, U 0054-0055); generating a compressed image file (see 
Kurase, page 4, 1f 0054-0055); and storing the image file in a recording medium 
(memory card as shown in fig. 3: 94; see Kurase, page 4, H 0054-0055). Grounds for 
rejecting claim 7 apply here. 

Regarding claim 16, limitations can be found in claim 15. 
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5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 and Winkler, EP 1246434 A1 in view of Kurase, US 
2002/0063783 A1 and further in view of Niikawa, US 2004/0201767 A1. 

Regarding claim 14, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Winkler and 
further in view of Kurase teaches: fails to teach the initial steps of: determining whether 
a shutter button has been pressed to a first stage (see Kurase, page 3, 1j 0042); if the 
shutter button has been pressed to a first stage, proceeding with the remaining steps 
(see Kurase, page 3, 0042); determining whether a memory card has sufficient 
available memory to store a photograph (see Kurase, page 9, 0122); if the memory 
card does not have sufficient available memory, displaying a message indicating the 
lack of sufficient available memory and terminating the procedure (See Kurase, page 7, 
U 0104-0105; page 9, H 0122); if the memory card does have sufficient available 
memory, proceeding with the remaining steps (in Kurase, if the memory card is not full 
the camera will proceed to capture and record the image; page 7, 0104-0105; page 9, 
U 0122); executing automatic exposure (Kurase, page 3, H 0042); and executing 
automatic focusing (Kurase, page 3, 1J 0042) but fails to teach executing automatic 
white balance. 

However, Niikawa teaches a digital camera (Fig. 3) comprising a shutter button 
(Fig. 3: 9) wherein , when the user presses said shutter button to a halfway position, 
the camera proceeds with the steps of executing automatic white balance, executing 
automatic exposure, and executing automatic focusing (Pages 3-4, 0066). 
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Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki and Winkler in view of 
Kurase and further in view of Niikawa as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Nishigaki, Winkler 
and Kurase by executing automatic white balance as an additional processing. The 
motivation to do so would have been to adjust the color values and perform other image 
processing prior to capture and record the image so it would accelerate the image 
processing for the captured image. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nelson D. Hernandez whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 731 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 
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